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ELQQR DEBATE

SE NATOR WICKERSHAM: ...of p r o g r a m  to contribute.

SP EAKER KRISTENSEN: Senator Raikes.

S E N A T O R  RAIKES: Thank you, Mr. S p eaker and members. If I
could, let's ret u r n  to the sp e c i f i c  issue t h a t  w e ' r e  addressing 
here, and that I th i n k  is, ca n  we ask b u s i n e s s e s  that are 
recei v i n g  tax incentive programs, n ot that t h e y  for e g o  a ny of 
the incentives that t h e y  w o u l d  receive, b u t  rat h e r  simp l y  that 
t h e y  agree to a delay, a d e l a y  in the distribution. You 
recog n i z e  the situa t i o n  w e ' r e  in fiscally. Th e  Gov e r n o r  
re c o g n i z e d  that situation. T h e  G o v e r n o r  is a p r o business 
governor. H e's a prob u s i n e s s  person. I t h i n k  h e ’s d e m o n s t r a t e d  
t h a t  p r e t t y  m u c h  th r o u g h o u t  hi s  career. H e  ha s  d e m o n s t r a t e d  
l e a d ership on t his issue. He ha s  come u p  w i t h  w h a t  I con s i d e r  a 
v e r y  m o d e r a t e  proposal. So let's go b a c k  a g a i n  to the proposal. 
Ca n  we ask bu s i n e s s e s  r e c e i v i n g  ta x  i n c e ntives to d e l a y  for a 
short time t h e i r  rea l i z a t i o n  of t h o s e  i n c entives? If the answer 
is yes, then I t h i n k  that the b e l i e f s  t h a t  m o s t  of us h a v e  about 
b u s i n e s s  peo p l e  are; namely, t h a t  t h e y ' r e  g o o d  people; they're 
g o o d  citizens; t h e y ' r e  state citizens. T h o s e  b e liefs are 
reinforced. We can also feel c o n f i r m e d  in th e  ap p r o a c h  we have 
t a k e n  t o w a r d  business; namely, we h a v e  t r i e d  to crea t e  an 
envi r o n m e n t  in th e  state w h i c h  is f r i e n d l y  to b u s i n e s s . We 
recognize, I think, that ec o n o m i c  d e v e l o p m e n t  is p r i m a r i l y  the 
job of business. T he job of go v e r n m e n t  is pub l i c  service. But 
to the extent t hat we can ai d  b y  m a k i n g  the climate for 
bu s i n e s s e s  friendly, we h ave d o n e  that. W h a t  we h a v e  said with 
that a pp roa ch is that we are in v o l v e d  in a partnership. I don't 
th i n k  anyone w o u l d  dis a g r e e  w i t h  t he n o t i o n  t hat we have 
b a s i c a l l y  s aid to businesses, i n  spite of y our b e s t  intentions, 
yo u  m a y  at some po i n t  lay off p e o p l e  or y ou m a y  at some point 
leave t he state. We r e c o g n i z e  as a state g o v e r n m e n t  that that 
ma y  happen. O n  the other hand, I think it's f air to assume that 
bu s i n e s s e s  r e a liz e that in spite of our b e s t  intentions as a 
state government, we m a y  n o t  be able t o  h o n o r  every detail of 
every agreement d e p e n d i n g  u p o n  h o w  severe a situa t i o n  we find 
ourselves in. The i m p o r t a n t  po i n t  here, this is a m oderate 
proposal. This is n ot s o m e t h i n g  drastic; t his is no t  a cut; 
this is simply a de l a y  in these. B y  d o i n g  this we set a tone 
and I th i n k  a v e r y  favor a b l e  t o n e  in term s of the attitude


